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FOREWORD
From the 1940s, but especially from the 1950s onwards, two Ataturks emerged: one who lived, and one who was written about
but never lived. American
puppets recreated Ataturk according to American demands and interests. In one place
we saw an Ataturk who was hostile to communism, in another a Turanist Ataturk. Words were attributed to Ataturk
.
 Nationalist leaders, writers, and politicians who did not serve American interests and did not suit the agenda of collaborators in Turkey were either completely erased from history and forgotten, or
discredited by attributing three quotes to them, as was done to Mahmut Esat Bozkurt. Or they were declared Turanists, like Atatürk
and M. Esat Bozkurt.
So what really happened? Who were the real Turkish nationalists, and who were the crypto-Turks and crypto-Turkish
nationalists?
The Atatürk we are told about today is not the same Atatürk who founded the Republic. The Republic is no longer
the Republic founded by Atatürk. They won. Atatürk's enemies won.
In this book, you will read about the real Atatürk, the founder of our Republic, as well as the fake nationalists who were his enemies and the enemies of the Turkish nation
, in this book.
THE BIRTH OF TURKISH NATIONALISM
The idea of Turkish nationalism emerged as an alternative to ideologies such as Ottomanism and Islamism,
which were proposed as solutions to the crises experienced during the collapse of the Ottoman Empire
but ultimately failed. The emergence of Turkish nationalism and its division into ‘Anatolianists
and Turanists’ occurred almost simultaneously. In fact, it was Russian-born Muslims who diluted Turkish nationalism, which was based on the Turks and Anatolia
and formulated by the Turks, by adding the idea of Turanism
. It is strange that some of these people, who were actually of Turkish origin
, were so eager to pit the already collapsing Ottoman Empire against Russia
.
 While the Turks were rapidly withdrawing from the Balkans and were defeated even by the small Balkan
states there, what was the logic behind
pointing the Turks towards Russia and a geography they knew nothing about? Moreover, Anatolia was depleted, in misery, largely ignorant, 
with backward agriculture, virtually no industry, an uneducated Turkish nation, and in the grip of epidemic diseases
.
 It is necessary to thoroughly examine the reasons behind the emergence of the Turanists and these Russian-born Muslims with their Central Asian fairy tales
. We will briefly touch upon the connections between these so-called Turkists and 
the Freemasons later.
Turkish nationalism developed in parallel with the nationalist movements emerging around the world and
during the decline of empires. Mustafa Celalettin Pasha's 1869 work, 
which examined the Turkish race (its racial characteristics), history, culture, and language, titled Eski ve Modern
had an impact in terms of creating a sense of Turkish identity and pride among Ottoman intellectuals.
However, the Islamist perspective that prevailed among most Ottoman intellectuals at the time
led to the widespread rejection of Celalettin Pasha's views on race and the reforms he proposed for the salvation of the Ottoman Empire
. The widespread acceptance of Celalettin Pasha's views on race among Turkish 
nationalist circles would only be possible during the Atatürk era and after the proclamation of the Republic
.
Mustafa Celalettin Pasha's work on the Turkish race also influenced the important poets and
writers of the period. The sense of Turkishness and pride he brought to the fore was effective in reminding people that the Ottoman Empire was actually a Turkish
state. The Kurdish and Arab uprisings that began in the 19th century led to the abandonment of Ottomanism and Islamism among a 
section of Turks. The Turks
increasingly embraced the idea that the fate of the country they had founded should be solely in their own hands
.
Turkish nationalists worked to retain control of the Balkans and the Middle East, while also ensuring that the administration remained in Turkish hands.
After the Balkans were lost and it became clear that the Arabs would also leave, they turned their attention to protecting and Turkifying Anatolia, the last remaining piece of their homeland. The Turks
had lived in Anatolia continuously for 1,000 years. The Ottoman Empire was founded on these lands.
The most important parts of Turkish culture and history were shaped on these lands. There was a Turkish nation that shared the same characteristics not only culturally
but also racially. The homeland was Anatolia, and the Turks were
the people of Anatolia and their extensions in the Balkans. This remained the case until the Russian Tsarist Empire and Hungary's Masonic
Turkish nationalists emerged.
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In the Ottoman worldview, there was no place for the concepts of ‘race’ and ‘nation’. The term ‘Turk’ was
mostly used for the peasants and Turkish tribes living in Anatolia, and was often accompanied by derogatory words such as “crude”
and ‘ignorant’. So much so that Ottoman history 
books referred to Turks in derogatory terms such as Etrak-ı bî-idrak and Ekrad-ı bed-nihad.
For example, the famous historian Naima, who was himself Turkish, referred to Turks as ‘unintelligent’
(Mumcu A., 1980:78).
The studies on Turkish history and language, which began with the work of Mustafa Celattin Pasha,
played an important role in sparking interest in Anatolia among Ottoman intellectuals. In 1872,
the drought and harsh winter in Anatolia resulted in famine and migration,
which for the first time brought the problems of the Turkish nation to the attention of the capital. The blood ties and racial kinship that bound the Turks
were remembered and, albeit indirectly, expressed:
The Basiret newspaper, published in Istanbul, organised a relief campaign and published the following
statements in its pages:
 "O children of the homeland, let us think carefully! If we fail in the slightest to help the people of Anatolia and meet their needs, we will have broken our right arm.
 Most of our soldiers, most of our origins, are our brothers who grew up in Anatolia. Most of our needs that had to be met
were met thanks to their generosity and hard work. 
These 
children of the homeland are serving in our most sacred cause, so if we do not come to their aid on such a dark
day, when will we? Let us consider the aid you will provide, the
bravery you will show, the effort you will make. The aid you give them is aid given to yourselves.
This aid we give to ourselves will ultimately support us again."
They published the first nationalist magazines of the period, such as Millet (1942), Hareket (1940), Çığır (1933), and Dönüm (1932).
Remzi Oğuz Arık, together with Hüseyin Avni
Göktürk, published the Millet Magazine from May 1942 onwards. Nurettin Topçu's Hareket magazine and Millet
magazine were the fundamental magazines of the Anatolians (Turkish nationalism). Oğuz Arık founded Turkey's "first nationalist party, the Turkish Peasant Party, in 1952. Remzi Oğuz Arık
died in 1952 when the plane he was travelling in exploded in mid-air. In other words, he was the victim of an assassination. This incident was followed by many other assassinations and mysteries in Turkey.
died in 1952 when the plane he was travelling in exploded in mid-air. In other words, he was assassinated. This incident
was the first link in a chain of assassinations and mysterious deaths that would later occur in Turkey.
 After this date, ‘Turancılık would rise on the shoulders of a colonel who had received special warfare training in America
.’
Turkish nationalists defined themselves as Anatolians in opposition to the Turanists.
While devout Turkish nationalists (Anatolians) like Nurettin Topçu were accused of reactionaryism
and ostracised, those who studied the history of Anatolia were also accused of Greek admiration
and unpatriotism and ostracised. At this point, although the racial view is somewhat problematic, let us note that Nurettin 
Topçu died a ‘Nationalist Socialist’ and was therefore also ostracized by Islamist circles
.
 However, whether devout or secular, their common ground was the ‘Battle of Malazgirt’ and
the acceptance of Islam, which marked the beginning of a new era in Turkish history.
The issue at hand is a reaction against Turanism's claims of a so-called common race and/or so-called common ethnic ties and its ‘boundary-less’
so-called Turkism ideologies. Moreover, the Anatolianists are not, as some
claim, based solely on geography or culture. Unlike the Turanists
, the Anatolians' definition of Turkishness is truly based on Turkish ancestry. Their difference from the Turanists
is that they truly understand the concepts of race and ethnicity. And they
use these concepts correctly. Nurettin Topçu, for example, is one of these ideologists. He links Turkishness with race
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with the following words: ‘I do not consider myself to be like those whose face and head shape do not resemble mine, whose eyes do not look like mine
.’
In another issue of Hareket magazine published in 1937 after the proclamation of the Republic, the following statements appear
: ‘Imagine a hard-working, brave, fair-skinned person walking alongside a dark-skinned, sharp-nosed, dark-haired
person? What happens when a child of a true race mixes with the children of characterless, primitive tribes
?’
According to the Anatolianist understanding, the Turks are a White race who settled in the Balkans and Anatolia
. The Laz, Circassians, etc. are other ethnic groups belonging to the White race. However,
Anatolia is the homeland of the Turks and the Turkish nation. It emerged as a result of all ethnic groups, including the Laz, Circassians, Bosniaks, etc., coming together
and blending in the geography of Anatolia. However, the dominant element
is Turkish. The Ottomans were founded by the Turks, and Anatolia is the Turkish homeland. All these ethnic groups
should be boiled and melted in the crucible of Turkishness. The Turks are the owners of the Ottoman Empire, the Ottoman Empire is the heir to the old Byzantium, and Byzantium is the heir to ancient Greece. 
With the proclamation of the Republic of Turkey, this view was linked to the following system: "The Republic of Turkey
is the heir to the Ottoman Empire, the Ottoman Empire is the heir to the old Byzantium, and Byzantium is the heir to ancient Greece. The Republic of Turkey
The Byzantine Empire lies at the heart of the culture and state tradition that the Republic inherited from the Ottoman Empire.
The ancient civilisations of Anatolia lie at the heart of the Byzantine Empire. Therefore, all of these are part of our
culture.‘ This is also the reason behind Atatürk's choice of the ’Hittite Sun" as the symbol of Ankara
.
The emergence of Turkish nationalism and its defence as an alternative to the Ottomanist view
began with the first newspaper to base Turkish nationalism on Anatolia and the Turkish race, the Anadolu newspaper,
which began publication in 1902 by Süleyman Vahid.
In 1906, a group of Ottoman intellectuals led by Dr. Abdullah Cevdet Bey
argued for the need to change the ‘Ottoman’ super-identity. The Ottomans were, in fact, Turkish, those who ruled the state
were Turkish, and Anatolia was the homeland of the Turks. Therefore, the concepts of ‘Turkish and Turkish citizen’ were proposed to replace the ‘Ottoman’ super-identity
and, more importantly, it was emphasised that these were not
different from each other.
With the newspaper Anadolu, published by Mehmed Burhaneddin in 1908 and Haydar Rüşdü in 1911, the idea of Turkish nationalism gradually began to mature. In 1911,
the magazine Vazife, which featured articles by Nüzhet Sabit, stated that "nationalism, on an undefined and
and that it cannot take on a real character unless it ceases to be a fantasy
and that this could distract it from its fundamental mission of realising the true ideal of nationalism
argues that Turkish nationalism must take shape around the geography of Anatolia.
 Nationalism must rise above Turkishness and Anatolia
.
In 1913, the Islam Mecmuası, which featured articles by Musa Kazım, Mehmed Şemseddin (Günaltay) and Halim Sabit (Sibay),
was one of the publications that addressed this movement in a journal format.
In 1921, the Dergâh magazine, influenced by Yahya Kemal, and in 1924, Mehmed Halid's
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Anadolu Mecmuası (Anatolia Magazine) and in 1922, the Anadolu Duygusu
(Anatolian Sentiment) magazine published by İbrahim Turgut in Ankara, were developed into systematic ideas in periodicals.
In 1918, Celal Nuri İleri, in his articles in the İleri newspaper, drew attention to the relationship between land and nation in the context of race and time.
He argued that the Turks had preserved their racial characteristics
and had become a separate nation from the Turks of Central Asia.
Nurettin Topçu also viewed the phenomenon of nationhood in Anatolia as ‘a necessity created by the land and the economy together
’ and criticised Islamism and Turanism, which did not take the Anatolian land as their basis, saying, "This land created the people of this nation.
 This
child of the homeland, oblivious to this truth, has at times pursued loves separated from the body and the heart, such as Islamism, which is separate from race and homeland, and
Turanism, which flees from the homeland soil,
and has grown weary, deceived, and betrayed the destiny of the homeland in each era."
He also accuses the Turanists of ‘equating the Turks with peoples who have not formed a nation and considering them Turks as well’.
Nurettin Topçu also contributed to these views by arguing that the people of Anatolia, a brown-haired and fair-skinned nation, should preserve their racial characteristics
and that the Turks emerged as a nation
after accepting Islam and settling in Anatolia.
 Nurettin Topçu's only problematic view in terms of race
was his failure to remember that Turks could also have coloured eyes. This is because
Turks were historically a race of blondes with coloured eyes.
In fact, the prevalence of light eye colour in Anatolia has been emphasised in the work of both Afet İnan and the Turkish Anthropology
Institute. Afet İnan's 1939 publication, ‘The Anthropological Character of the Turkish
People: A Survey of 64,000 Individuals,’ states that among the people living in Anatolia
skin is rarely very dark (referring to Kurds).
 Turks are generally fair-skinned, sometimes wheat-coloured. Their eye colour is light. The proportion of Turks with coloured eyes is close to 20%. The majority of their hair is medium brown, i.e. chestnut-coloured."
Indeed, many local and foreign historians and anthropologists also state that Turks are actually a race with light-coloured hair and
coloured eyes.
 In fact, Osman Karatay states that having ‘black hair’ was considered a curse among the ancient Turks. The ‘Lolan Beauty,’ described as the ‘grandmother of the Turks’ and found mummified in the agricultural basin of China, also had red hair and blue eyes.
The pioneer of Turkish anthropology, Şevket Aziz Kansu, stated that the Turks had ‘no connection with the “yellow people” who are essentially far from being a race’ and that the ‘Lolan Beauty,’ found mummified in the agricultural basin of China and described as the ‘grandmother of the Turks,’ also had red hair and blue eyes.
The ‘Lolan Beauty,’ described as the ‘grandmother of the Turks’ and found mummified in the agricultural basin of China, also had red hair and blue eyes.
Şevket Aziz Kansu, a pioneer of Turkish anthropology, stated that the Turks ‘are essentially far from being a race
and have no connection with the “yellow people”,’ adding that studies on the people of Anatolia
have shown that Anatolia was settled by a "white or wheat-skinned, beautiful, sometimes blue-eyed
and brown-haired race," and that this race came from Central Asia.
For Turkish nationalists, the year 1071, when the Turks arrived in Anatolia, was an important turning point.
Yahya Kemal contributed to this idea by saying that the Anatolian soil created the Turkish nation after 1071.
The President of the İzmir Turkish Association, Necip Türkçü, stated in a lecture he gave at the İzmir Turkish Association in 1915 that there could be no Turks outside of Anatolia and Rumelia, and that the homeland was defined as the land where the Turkish nation was born.
The statement made by Necip Türkçü, President of the İzmir Turkish Association, in a
lecture he gave at the İzmir Turkish Association in 1915, that one cannot be Turkish outside of Anatolia and Rumelia and that, in the face of the geographical reality defined as the homeland,
 Turanism cannot be a homeland in an emotional and intellectual sense,
 is noteworthy in terms of his attachment to the homeland (Anatolia)
4.
 Furthermore, Halide Edip's statement that she did not reject the theoretical possibility of Turan,
 but that its realisation was difficult under the existing conditions and that priority should therefore be given to
Anatolia can also be evaluated in relation to the Anatolianism understanding
. In 1917, a division occurred within the Turkish Association between ‘Turkish Nationalists/Anatolists’ and ‘
Turanists/Turanism’.
The idea of Turkishness and Turkish nationalism is based on a concept of Turkism
that centres on Anatolia and the Turkish nation.
 Hilmi Ziya Ülken and Reşit Kayı published the magazine ‘Anadolu’ in 12 issues between 1918 and 1919. Hilmi Ziya states that the discourse of patriotism diverged from the concept of nationalism
into two distinct forms: ‘Cultural Anatolianism’ and ‘Ideological Anatolianism’.
. At the core of this thought is ‘Ideological Anatolianism,’ which embraces the slogan ‘Turkey belongs to the Turks’
and becomes an understanding that seeks to guide the homeland politically and philosophically
(Ülken, 2001, pp. 477-478). Anadolu Mecmuası, published in Istanbul in 1924–
1925 by Mehmet Halit Bayır and Haydar Neci, is an important publication that contributed to the intellectual
and literary discussion of the Turkish Nationalism movement.
Among the names that made important contributions to Turkish Nationalism were writers such as Mükrimin Halil Yinanç, Hilmi
Ziya Ülken, Ziyaeddin Fahri Fındıkoğlu, Necmeddin Halil Onan, as well as writers and poets such as Necip
Fazıl (Kısakürek), Ahmet Hamdi (Tanpınar), and Faruk Nafiz Çamlıbel
.
This way of thinking, which became even more systematic at the Mekteb-i Mülkiye, was labelled ‘Anatolianism’ by so-called Turkish nationalists and
so-called Turkists. It was even presented as if it had no connection to Turkish nationalism
. However, Atatürk's understanding of nationalism was also based on the Turks and 
Anatolia; and Atatürk categorically rejected Turanism. With the affiliation of the Turkish
Ocakları to the Republican People's Party in 1927, Turanist
activities were terminated. As Atatürk stated in his Nutuk in 1927,
his description of Turanism as ‘an impossible goal with no precedent in history’ is no coincidence
.
Anadolu Mecmuası served as a primary source for the spread of Turkish nationalism.
In his five-part series of articles entitled ‘The Conquest of Anatolia,’ Mükrimin
Halil described the conquest of Anatolia and the settlement movement of the Turks, beginning with the Turkish tribes.
"Those who conquered Anatolia and settled there, who came as nomads and established cities and
villages, were tribes belonging to the Turkish nation. In short, the people of Anatolia are Oğuz
Turk and, in other words, Turkish." By discussing the conquest of Anatolia by Sultan Alparslan in 1071
and the division of the conquered lands among the beys who participated in the Battle of Malazgirt, as well as the settlement of Turks in those areas,
he clarifies why 1071 marks the historical beginning of the Turkish nationalist movement.
 
The journal also contains various articles on the division of the Turkish tribe into different clans and the formation of a Turkish homeland in Anatolia, as well as the formation of a separate Turkish nation there.
In fact, this topic has been raised on various occasions by many Turkish nationalists, including Nurettin Topçu, and many articles have subsequently been published on this subject in different journals and newspapers.
. In addition, a number of books on this subject have been published by some of the authors mentioned above.
Another important name is Cevat Şakir Kabaağaçlı. He
accepts all the peoples who have lived in Anatolia
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with their values and forms an approach that takes the issue of civilisation as its basis
. Anatolia is a cradle of civilisations, and Turks must accept these values regardless of who produced them
, without regard to differences in religion, language, or culture" (Halıkarnas
Fisherman, 1954, p.11). Another important figure who accepted Anatolia as the true home of Turkish nationalism and
argued that nationalism was systematised and emerged here, stemming from Anatolia's unique conditions
and possibilities, and who defended the Anatolian
movement against Turanism, was Remzi Oğuz Arık. This understanding, which approaches nationalism in the context of land and history
, favours a nationalism born out of the conditions of Anatolia
(Arık, 1956, p. 3).
Nurettin Topçu is the person who put forward the mystical/Islamic Anatolianism view, transforming the concept of Anatolianism
and giving it direction with his own conceptual structure. According to Topçu, "Islam, 
in addition to being the essential element of identity, has also been a fundamental factor in the formation of the homeland and the emergence of the nation
.
 The formation of the Turkish nation took place with Islam (Topçu,
1972, p.38). Nurettin Topçu (like Cevat Şakir) accepts the pre-Islamic civilisation of Anatolia
Topçu does not shy away from emphasising the contributions made by ancient civilisations, stating, ‘In truth, we must seek the roots of Anatolia, which Islam perpetuated and left to us,
the first foundations and beginnings of our national history, in pre-Islamic Anatolia
.’ On the other hand, 
he excludes those who are not similar to him, such as those whose ‘face shape and body structure are not like mine’ or those whose ‘head shape and
face shape, eye shape, and other physical similarities’ are not like his, from the unity he calls the nation,
 demonstrating the importance he attaches to race.
Nurettin Topçu also states that the main factor that created Anatolia was the Islamised Turkish nation.
 According to Topçu, the Turks who came to Anatolia mingled with the children of the Hittites
(Hittites) in Anatolia, represented their techniques, established villages in Anatolia,
and became farmers. Topçu describes this new society, which he refers to as ‘nomadic Turk/settled Hittite,’ as 
‘the child of Anatolian history.’ According to Topçu, the Turks mixed with the settled people of Anatolia
and no longer had any connection with those in Central Asia. ‘The Turks who came and settled in Anatolia
became the centre of a new life in this country.’
Topçu's worldview manifests itself along two main axes: ‘on the one hand, reckoning with the West,
on the other hand, determining a stance in the face of Turanism and Islamism as the East's internal reckoning
.’ In Nurettin Topçu's intellectual world, the effects of German National
Socialism and the racial views of National Socialism are also visible. He advocates a form of socialism he defines as Anatolian Socialism
.
Turkish Nationalism, although divided into different branches, generally centres on Anatolia and
source, and which, in the context of homeland and nation, takes the Anatolian land as a unifying foundation geographically, historically
and culturally.
It is painful
but not surprising. Nurettin Topçu, Yahya Kemal Beyatlı, Nüzhet Sabit,
Mehmet Kaplan, Mükrimin Halil Yinanç, Hilmi Ziya Ülken, Abdullah Cevdet, Remzi Oğuz
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Arık Nurettin Topçu, Yahya Kemal Beyatlı, Nüzhet Sabit, Mehmet Kaplan, Mükrimin Halil
Yinanç, Hilmi Ziya Ülken, Remzi Oğuz Arık, and Abdullah Cevdet are figures who played an important role in the development and spread of Turkish
nationalism. Unfortunately, however,
 the founders of Turkish nationalism have never been mentioned by the so-called Turkic nationalists and have been deliberately
forgotten.
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TURANISM: THE CONTRIBUTION OF JEWS AND MASONS
Turkish nationalism was not Turanian when it first emerged. It was French liberals, masons and Jews who tried to introduce Turanism into Turkish nationalism
.
 It is no coincidence that Turanists in the Ottoman Empire and those who argued that the Turks should return to Central Asia and establish a Turanian state emerged in the 19th century
and around the same period. This is because the Russian Tsarist regime,
unlike the rest of Europe, was still resisting the ideals of the French Revolution (1789).
 After the French Revolution, efforts began to eliminate Christianity, and a false religion was even invented. History books covering the French Revolution hardly mention this,
 but it is one of the most important and crucial results of the French Revolution.
Another important result is the ‘change of hands of capital,’ which they do mention. However, they describe it differently
.
Ultimately, the fake religion did not take hold in France, but the wave of anti-Christian sentiment that spread from France
was effective even in Spain, which is why Spain was divided by the Carlist Wars
in the late 19th century. Russia, however, was still annoyingly Christian and hostile to liberalism. Moreover, 
capital was still in the hands of the Russians and the traditionalists. The Central Bank was still entirely Russian
property. It was not private (like in America) or semi-private (like in Europe) as in the West.
For this reason, the Russian Tsarist regime had to be overthrown; the Turks and Russians had to fight.
 But how could this happen when the Turks still saw themselves as a Balkan state despite their territorial losses, and when the Balkans and the Middle East were under Turkish
control?
To this end, they began working on the Turkish and Muslim minorities in Russia. Some
Turks, while others used Muslims who had no connection to Turkishness to create a Turan fantasy, an
illusion. In France, the new regime began working to both consolidate its power after the Revolution and
spread its ideology abroad. Russia was among the target countries.
In Turkey, interest in the Turkic peoples, in other words, Central Asians, is accepted to have begun in the 1890s.
 The Turkish translation of the book Introduction to Asian History: Turks and Mongols by Léon
Cahun, a historian with a French passport but who was actually Jewish,
was considered a turning point in the Turanist movement.
The concept of Turan, which previously had no particular meaning in Turkish, acquired a political
meaning thanks to Cahun's book. It is no coincidence that the Turanists in the Ottoman Empire and those who argued that the Turks should return to Central Asia and establish a Turan state
emerged in the 19th century and around the same period.
The Hungarian Turkologist, Prof. Dr. Arminius Vambery, who was in fact Jewish, is considered by some to be one of the greatest Turkologists of all time.
This individual stayed at the Istanbul mansion of Mehmed Sadık Rıfat Pasha under the false name ‘Reşat Efendi’ for four years before undertaking a three-year journey (1862–1865) to Turkestan.
under the false name ‘Reşat Efendi’ for four years before undertaking a three-year (1862–1865) journey to Turkistan.
After his journey, he wrote an extensive work,
which was published in London in 1864. Cemal Kutay evaluated Vambery's journey in his work titled ‘Sahte Derviş’ (The False Dervish),
evaluated Vambery's journey; Mim Kemal Öke, in his work ‘Vambery; The Life Story of an International Spy with Documents
,’ revealed his activities during his time in Istanbul
and his connections to Zionism. After his trip to Turkistan
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,
 Vambery continued to be interested in Turkishness until his death (1913), sending many of his works and lecture notes
to the Turkish Ocakları (Turkish Associations) (Yılmaz, 2005). Prof. Dr. Mehmet Eroz, one of the important members of the Turkish nationalism ideology,
 also acknowledges Vambery's role in spreading ideology
and states that the ideology known as ‘Pan-Turkism’ was supported by the British
with the aim of preventing Russian advances in Central Asia. Eroz adds that the Turks were very afraid of the British
was later encouraged by the Germans
(Eroz, 1977: 289-290). Indeed, the Turkic Union and Progress later came under German
influence and dragged the Ottoman Empire into the First World War. Eroz may be right in saying that the British aim was to 
prevent Russian advances.
Finally, let us mention that Prof. Dr. Arminius
Vambery, who made significant contributions to the Pan-Turkists in Turkey, was sent to Istanbul on a diplomatic mission by Theodor Herzl, the founder of Zionism.
 According to Theodor Herzl, Prof. Vambery was also
a British agent.
Of course, it would be unfair to blame only the Freemasons and Zionists for the spread of Turkic nationalist ideas.
Because, in addition to them, Britain, Germany and, to a certain extent, the Austro-Hungarian Empire supported these ideas to incite the Ottomans against the Russians.
Thus, the Turks and Russians would weaken each other by fighting. This would allow the Austro-
Hungarian Empire to descend into the Balkans, Germany to seize the Russian territories in Eastern Europe it had historically sought to expand into since the Toton
Wars, and Britain
to be rid of its strongest rival in Asia. Furthermore, the British, together with the Zionists,
to settle in the Middle East.
Thus, the Western propaganda machine began to operate. Europeans, who had never seen a single slant-eyed, Mongoloid Ottoman,
 suddenly began to write books claiming that the Ottomans (Turks) were actually of the Mongoloid yellow race.
 If the Turks were of the yellow race, who were the Whites in Anatolia?
If the Turks were of the white race, who were the slant-eyed people in Central Asia? These questions were never asked; and
therefore, they were never answered. Even those who emerged with the claim of Turkish nationalism accepted these inconsistent theses
.
The Contributions of the Freemasons
Russian documents record that so-called Turkic Turanists such as Ismail Gaspirali and Sadri Maksudi Arsal were Freemasons.
Documents examining the activities of Freemasons in Russia mention the names of these two important so-called Turkic figures alongside the names of Russian Freemasons of the period.
Ismail Gasprinski was the first to put forward the idea of Turanism. He would much later be known by the surname Gasprali.
Ismail Gasprinsk was the first to put forward the idea of Turanism. He would only be known by the surname Gaspralı much
later. His family was part of the Russian aristocracy, and his father, Ismail Gasprinsk, was an officer in the Russian
army. In 1865, Ismail Gasprinsky enrolled in the Military Academy to become a Russian officer like his father
In 1867, during the Cretan Revolt, he allegedly ran away from military school to fight alongside the Ottoman army
but was caught in Odessa and expelled from the Military Academy
It is also claimed that Ismail Gasprinsky, who allegedly always dreamed of becoming an Ottoman officer,
interestingly made his first trip abroad to France in 1872. There are various
rumours about him. According to one view, he had contact with Islamist circles in Moscow, which led to his expulsion from the Military
Academy. His contact with Freemasons coincided with his time in France
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.
 Another rumour is that he was expelled from the Military Academy because of his connections with Freemason
circles while he was there. This is also why he later went to France.
 Sadri Maksudi Arsal's decision to go to France after meeting him is also
significant.
Sadri Maksudi Arsal, born in the city of Kazan in Russia, attended primary school there before
going to Teacher Training College, from which he graduated in 1895. His elder brother, Hadi Efendi, was friends with the so-called Turkish nationalist Ismail Gasprinsky (Gaspralı), who was in fact a Freemason
, and they corresponded frequently
.
 At Ismail Gasprinsky's request, he took his brother to Crimea to meet him
. Influenced by İsmail Gasprinski, Sadri Maksudi Arsal decided to pursue his university education in France
.
Maksudi Arsal primarily addresses the concept of race in relation to nationality, attaching particular
importance to the subject of race. He states that he uses the word “race” in the sense of “race” in European languages, and “millet” in the sense of “nationalité”
. However, he later begins to use the concept of race instead of ethnicity
.
 Race is a biological unit that includes not only differences in physical characteristics and brain structure, but also different disease
characteristics. However, Arsal confuses race entirely with ethnicity, which is a linguistic, cultural and
historical phenomenon; he uses them as if they were the same thing. In this way, he distorts the concepts of nation and
race, emptying them of their meaning. The reason he does this is that, although he is a modernist, he is also
an Islamist.
"Since nations have been mixed since prehistoric times, today almost no nation
has individuals who possess all the characteristics of the race to which that nation belongs. However, the typical examples representing a race
are the most common types found within that people. We believe that there is a Turkish race on earth with certain
physical characteristics. However, we cannot claim that everyone who speaks the Turkish language
and whom we consider to be Turkish in spirit possesses the physical characteristics attributed to the Turkish ethnic community
.
 The Turkish race may also be mixed to a greater or lesser extent with certain races, such as the Chinese,
Mongols, Iranians, Arabs, and Finugurs. This is because the Turkish race has assimilated many individuals who are not Turkish
. Therefore, it is natural that there are people within the Turkish tribes today who do not possess the physical characteristics specific to the Turks
(Arsal 1979: 33-34).
It is inconceivable that Arsal, who was educated in France, would not know the difference between race and nation. The
distortion here is clearly intentional. With this definition, Maksudi Arsal defines the post-nation-state New
World Order.
Given the fact that there is no such thing as a Turkish race and that Turks are a branch of the White race,
it is impossible to take the above definition seriously. Turks and Finns may be
of Turkish descent, but they may also have intermingled with each other throughout history. Ultimately, both the Finns and
the Turks are White. But we cannot say the same for the Chinese or the Mongols.
What Arsal means by “national character” is the common
qualities and tendencies that are general to all members of a nation. However, in no nation, at any time, have all members been seen to think the same
way or act in the same way on every issue.
 This is because, within a community, not everyone is at the same level of spiritual development, nor do they all possess the same heredity and abilities.
However, in established nations, despite differences in intelligence levels among individuals,
experience and observation prove that there are certain general and common spiritual tendencies that encompass all members of the nation.
We call the totality of these “national character”. 
National character
manifests itself in tendencies to act in the same way in certain situations, to feel the same way in the face of certain events,
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and to value certain things in the same way. For example, all members of today's British
nation undoubtedly have very different individual characteristics and spiritual
tendencies. Similarly, every French person has a spiritual world (a world of wishes, desires, love,
and hatred) that is distinct from that of others. However, an Englishman's behaviour, attitude, and reactions are different from those of a Frenchman.
 The characteristics found in the English are the English national character; the characteristics seen in the French
are the French national character. (Arsal 1979: 83-84).
"Since nations have been mixed since prehistoric times, today almost no nation's
individuals possess all the characteristics of the race to which that nation belongs. However, the typical examples representing a race
are the most common types within that race. We believe that there is a Turkish race on earth with certain 
physical characteristics. However, we cannot claim that all individuals who speak the Turkish language
today and nurture a sense of Turkishness in their souls possess all the physical
characteristics specific to the Turkish ethnic group. The Turkish race may also be mixed to a greater or lesser extent with some other races, such as the Chinese,
Mongols, Iranians, and Arabs. This is because the Turkish race has assimilated many non-Turkish
individuals. Therefore, it is natural that even among the Turkish peoples today, there are individuals who do not possess the somatic
characteristics specific to Turks" (Arsal 1979: 33-34).
According to Maksudi Arsal, "in a social sense, race is a larger structure that encompasses the nation; it encompasses larger
groups of people. For example, within the Slavic race, there are nations that differ in terms of their history, language, place of residence, and
political organisation; Russians, Poles,
Czechs, Serbs, etc. Similarly, within the Turkish race, there are groups that speak different dialects:
Anatolian Turks, Uzbeks, Turkmen, Kyrgyz, Kara Kyrgyz, Uyghurs, Crimean Turks,
Kazan Turks, etc. All of these are part of the Turkish race in a social sense."
 However, race is not a social unit, but a biological one. Many things, from intelligence to diseases and even talents,
are passed on to people through heredity. If you are a Turkish father, but your child is black,
 this can only mean one thing: there has been a mix-up in the hospital or in bed, and you have been badly
cuckolded.
 The way to determine whether the peoples of Central Asia are Turkish is to compare them to yourself. If they resemble you, there is no problem. But if what you see in the mirror is physically (i.e. racially) different from the Asian Turk, then there has been a mix-up somewhere. Either you are not Turkish
(in which case it would be meaningless for you to be a Turkish nationalist), or that Turk is not a Turk (in which
case it would be meaningless for you to be a Turanist).
The concepts of race, ethnic group, and nation will also be distorted by subsequent so-called Turkish nationalists, and
will be mistakenly used interchangeably. Today, even ordinary journalists in Turkey tend to mislead people by deliberately or unintentionally misusing the concepts of race
and nation/ethnic group. In these days when it has become apparent that America has been funding liberals through USAID since the 1960s
, it should not be too surprising.
Pan-Turkism came to the Ottoman Empire as a result of this process, whether due to the idea of Ottomanism, which was still dominant at the time, or due to the influence of Jews and
Freemasons.
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NOT TURKISH NATIONALISM, BUT A DIFFERENT TYPE
OF OTTOMANISM
Turancism, that is, the idea of reaching out to Central Asia and to the people there who were claimed to be Muslim and Turkish,
 was readily accepted in some Ottoman circles when it came to the Ottomans under the name of Turkish nationalism.
 The fact that the idea of ‘ummah’ still prevailed in the Ottoman Empire
rather than but rather the concept of ‘ümmet’ (community of believers). Ottomanism was a medieval ideology, based on religion and culture, 
dating back to the Byzantine period. Some of the intellectuals known as Turkists in the Ottoman Empire
had not yet embraced the idea of Turkishness. In their view, the religion-based millet
system was still valid. Being Muslim meant being Ottoman. If the Ottomans were Turkish in some way, then
Muslims who were considered to be within the Ottoman cultural sphere could also be considered Ottoman, i.e.
Turkish, in some way. More precisely, they could become Ottomanised, they could become Turkish. Moreover, they were Sunnis.
For the same reason, it was Yavuz Sultan Selim who first brought the Kurds to Anatolia against the Alevi Turks (and Armenians) at that time.
The basis for the Unionists' view that the Armenian population in Anatolia was too large
and their subsequent importation of Kurds from Iran and Iraq to Anatolia to balance the Armenian population in Eastern Anatolia
was also this. The Armenian-Kurdish conflict 
is also rooted in the struggle for supremacy over these lands. This is also behind the claims that PKK leaders
are ‘Armenian’.
Ultimately, the idea that Central Asian peoples, who did not resemble Turks and had their own languages, cultures and histories,
could be Turkish, i.e. could become Turkified, was accepted in the Ottoman Empire. And a section of Ottoman intellectuals, who had almost
never seen a Kazakh or Kyrgyz in their lives, embraced this strange nationalist
ideology.
 Many peoples who had no ethnic, cultural or linguistic connection to the Turks, and with whom the Turks had had no contact for at least 1000 years, were assumed to be Turkish. In fact, this
nationalism was not nationalism at all, but Ottomanism dressed up in ‘Turkish’ clothing.
The first to propose the idea of pan-Turkism were, in fact, Jews and Freemasons. Since Islamists have already done sufficient work on this subject, we will suffice with a few brief examples
later on.
Of course, the concern of Islamists who examine these issues is different. Let us note that in the eyes of Arabs, who consider themselves the ‘Kavmı Necip’ (the chosen people) and look down on non-Arabs, Turks have no value.
Those who want examples can read about how they treated the Muslims they employed in their countries.
For an example, one can read about how they treat the Muslims they employ in their countries. The irony
is that Islamists also draw from Zionist sources, which are different in name but the same in essence. But that is
something that true Islamists must correct in the end. Of course, the Americans and Zionists did not put all their eggs in one basket
. This is also Turkey's misfortune, of course.
 They have even infiltrated those who claim to be Atatürkists in Turkey. If the profits of your single company
are equivalent to the Turkish budget, you can buy anyone you want in any country you want,
 unfortunately.
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ATATÜRK AND THE CONCEPT OF TURKISH NATIONALISM
"Throughout history, we have never witnessed the success of Pan-Islamism and Turanism policies, nor the realisation of such unions.
The dreams of establishing a single world state that encompasses all humanity, regardless of race,
have also been consigned to history. The desire to be an invader
is also beyond the scope of our subject. The theory of establishing a humane state by making people forget all their personal feelings and allegiances
and uniting them in complete brotherhood and equality
has its own conditions.
The only political principle in which we see clarity and the possibility of implementation is national politics.
Given the current global conditions and the realities that centuries have engraved in minds and characters,
there can be no greater mistake than to be idealistic. This is what history tells us, this is what science,
reason and logic show us.
For our nation to live strong, happy and stable, the state must pursue a wholly national policy,
 and this policy must fully conform to and be based on our internal structure and constitution
. What I mean by national policy is this: within our national borders
, first and foremost, to preserve our existence by relying on our own strength, to work for the
true happiness and prosperity of the nation and the homeland...
 Not to exhaust the nation in pursuit of meaningless goals and cause it harm... To expect civility, humanity and mutual friendship from the civilised world." Speech, 6.
Section
Here, if we pay attention, we see that Atatürk says ‘races’ rather than different nations or ethnicities
. Arabs are dark-skinned, while Central Asians belong to the Mongoloid races of Asia. And Atatürk, in this 
speech, clearly criticises both Islamism and Turanism, and states that racial differences must also be taken into account
.
 Furthermore, national identities and cultural differences that have developed throughout history
are listed as other factors preventing such unity, and it is stated that the history, culture, and different desires and aspirations of each people that have developed throughout this process cannot be eliminated.
own history, culture and the different desires and aspirations that have developed during this process cannot be eliminated
.
Mustafa Kemal Atatürk's definition of a nation is as follows: "A nation is a community formed by the union of people who possess a rich heritage of memories,
who are sincere in their common desire and willingness to live together, and who share a common will to continue to preserve their shared heritage
.
 The natural and historical formations that are seen to have been effective in the formation of the Turkish nation are as follows: unity in political existence, unity of language, unity of homeland, unity of race and origin,
historical proximity and moral proximity.
What ‘rich heritage of memories
’ and what ‘unity of language, homeland, race and origin, historical proximity, etc.’ exist between the peoples of the so-called Turkic republics of Central Asia and the Turks that they can be considered a
nation?
 Furthermore, the studies on race and the emphasis on the white race carried out during Atatürk's era also show what Atatürk thought in the context of ‘race and Turkishness’.
The publication of works claiming that Atatürk was a Turkic nationalist and the attribution of statements he did not make to him
occurred after Turkey joined NATO and America became firmly
established in Turkey. Turkish nationalism was redefined, and a new understanding of Atatürkism and nationalism was invented to suit this new view
. After the coup d'état of 12 September 1980
, this understanding was attempted to be instilled in the Turkish nation. This is why many people who claim to be Atatürkists today
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have fallen into the trap of Turanism.
This means that these national and religious values have been present since the establishment of the New State
. Indeed, the Dergâh magazine, which began publication during the most enthusiastic period of the Kuvayı Milliye 's most passionate period, the intellectuals who gathered around the 
Dergâh magazine, regardless of the philosophical schools they belonged to and how different their influences were
,
 united around two fundamental elements: opposing Gökalp's Turanism, which they believed would produce results contrary to real politics
; and developing a religious and philosophical conception of nationalism centred on Anatolia, based on the Turkish people united on the front lines of the War of Independence
, and developing a religious and philosophical conception of nationalism centred on Anatolia
.
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A CHALLENGE TO ATATÜRK'S UNDERSTANDING OF TURKISH NATIONALISM
TURANISM
Today in Turkey, the terms race, nation and ethnicity are incorrectly used interchangeably
. Interestingly, so-called Turkish academics also misuse these terms
. Of course, theirs is not ignorance; it is deliberate. The education system has been shaped by pro-American Turkish
politicians and, thanks to them, by brainwashed pro-Americans on Fulbright scholarships
.
 Some of these academics may have found it more appropriate to say, ‘many people think so,’ in their own way. But a significant portion of them are liars. They are not ignorant, they are liars. If you look at what they write and draw about America
and the American solutions they produce for Turkey's problems
, you will see that this is the case.
 They have been trained to be America's ambassadors (or rather agents) in Turkey. Let us explain.
No anthropologist would say that White Turks and Mongoloid peoples (such as the Kyrgyz) are of the same race.
 The basis for this confusion was laid by so-called Turkists such as N. Atsız. They would laugh at anyone who said this
. 
Not only anthropologists, but doctors would laugh too. Because some diseases
are specific to certain races and occur more frequently. As you may recall from the discussions during the Covid period
, not every medicine has the same effect on every race. Atatürk, however, used the term ‘race’ correctly, 
because he knew what ‘race’ meant.
What Atatürk did not do was racism. Atatürk had already done enough racism by establishing the Turkish Anthropology Institute and
conducting race studies on thousands of people. Moreover,
he did not stop there; he also introduced a number of
courses in schools at that time on ‘the importance of race and the Turks’. What Atatürk did not do was ‘ethnic nationalism’. Unlike people such as N. Atsız
, he did not exclude the Laz, Circassians, Anavuts, Georgians and Bosnians. This is why Atatürk is called a ‘cultural
nationalist.’ The so-called ‘ethnic German nationalism’ and so-called ‘French
cultural nationalism’ definitions were invented during the Second World War. This concept
was later appropriated by the so-called Turkish nationalists, the Turanists, and the so-called communists who opposed fascism
.
The thesis (actually the claim) that there are so-called German and French types of nationalism is not without reason. The aim
was to create multi-ethnic states in Europe, similar to the American model, and to destroy the nation states. If you read the ‘Alternative Right’ publications in Europe
and America, you will see what the ‘Great Replacement’ is
. I said Alternative Right, but this is actually true Classical Rightism! A normal
conservative wants to protect his own race and nation, of course, as well as his own natural
resources, factories, etc. What is not normal is for someone claiming to be ‘Centre Right’
to fill their country with Africans, Arabs, etc., and sell everything from banks to factories, fields, and mines
to foreigners!
Zeki Velidi Togan, a Turkic historian of Bashkir origin who later became a Turkish citizen,
Asia, faced the backlash of Atatürk and Turkish
Nationalists, and he was forced to resign from his position at the university and go to Vienna.
 Zeki Velidi Togan, who also opposed the official Turkish historical thesis at the 1932 Turkish History Congress,
 was only able to return to Turkey in 1939, after Atatürk's death
.
Mehmet Fuat Köprülü also criticised this historical thesis, which he did not accept, and in 1932,
he was forced to resign from his position at the university. N.
Atsız, who was his assistant during the same period, was dismissed from his position and exiled to a school in Malatya as a Turkish language teacher.
Later, he criticised the Turkish History Thesis, which Atatürk also supported, in the Orhun magazine he published,
 and as a result, the Orhun magazine was shut down. These events were erased from history
in order to create a purely Turkic Atatürk. You cannot even find the reason why Fuat Köprülü left the university during this period
in the pages related to his biography. There are one or two places where you can find it
, but even in one of those, the events are distorted. How Atsız, who opposed Atatürk's views on ‘race, history and nationalism’,
 was purged is either
or distorted. As is well known, a Turanist Atatürk is needed. Rıza Nur, who was also N. Atsız's
teacher, was forced to flee abroad in 1926 due to his disagreements with Atatürk
and lived in France and Egypt until Atatürk's death.
So, in this situation, how accurate is it to chant the slogan, ‘We are Turks, we are Turkish nationalists, we are Atatürkists’?
The Insidious Enemies of Turkish Nationalism
As we mentioned earlier, Turanism is an ideology that took shape within the Ottoman system of thought.
Yes, Turanism and the idea of expansion into the East, although embellished with Turkish motifs
, was based on an Ottoman-Islamic reflex. The idea of a great state that did not care about the problems of the people
, and therefore would be of no benefit to the Turkish nation
.
 In fact, the basis for this ideology gaining the interest of a certain segment of the population
was perhaps the feelings of inferiority and defeat that arose with the collapse of the Ottoman Empire. But its leaders
were not innocent. They knew what they were doing. And Turanism became a tool of counter-revolution.
By claiming that people of different races and ethnic origins were Turkish, both race and ethnic
unity were removed from the equation. The foundations of Turkish nationalism were deliberately hollowed out.
Turks were invented from American natives to Afghanistan. I even witnessed a retired general
claiming ‘even Pakistanis’ were Turkish on a television programme. Supposedly, Urdu
belongs to the Turkic language family.
Today, even so-called liberals and leftists who oppose Turanism claim that Turkish-Turanists are racist
.
 However, there can be no ethnic unity or brotherhood between two communities that are not racially united. There can be no racial relationship between Turks, who are white, and Mongoloid Asian peoples.
No anthropologist or doctor would consider peoples so different from each other to be from the same ethnic group, let alone the same race.
 Different races have different health
problems. Apart from hereditary diseases, a medicine that is suitable for one race may even be harmful to another
race. You can check this even in Turkey. Go to a medical faculty and get a first-year
biology textbook. The first thing you will learn is that race is a biological concept. So
climate, sun, etc. have nothing to do with the formation of race. Race is not something that emerges according to climate
.
 When you become pregnant, go and have a genetic test done for possible hereditary diseases
in your child. They will write your race there too. Not to be mean, but because race is a reality. Ha
Anthropology books say race is a fabrication, but that's a different matter. Because their aim is brainwashing. But
in situations where ‘life’ is at stake, as in medicine, there is no room for nonsense, fairy tales and propaganda
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.
Some will claim we are ‘racist’ for writing this. But don't pay them any mind.
They even claim that J.D. Vence, the American Vice President whose wife is of Indian origin, and Alice Weidel, the former AFD
chairwoman and new candidate for chancellor, who has a Sri Lankan boyfriend, are far-right (whatever that means) and racist
.
 When I read some Turkish journalists, I am astonished at how insolent and shameless they are and at the lies they tell. This is not ignorance on their part; they are simply acting as agents of the old US deep state,
 probably out of nostalgia for the old days. But since Trump has shut down USAID,
 their funding has been cut off. 
Not immediately, but depending on Trump's success, 
their voices will be heard less. Unless, of course, Soros and his ilk continue to fund them.
No, we are not being racist. We are not arguing that anyone is superior to anyone else. What we want to put forward
is that racial differences are real and that Turks and the Turkic peoples of Central Asia
are not of the same lineage, they are not brothers or relatives. We are against the creation of a society like America's, which is rootless,
without culture or history.
Of course, some communists or liberals, like those who claim to be so-called Turkists,
claim that Turks are not of the White race. Those who claim that Turks are not of the White race 
either never look in the mirror or are blind. Some of them are even blond. If the claims of these
groups are true, then real Turks are of the Mongoloid Yellow race. In that case, the people of Anatolia
are not Turks at all. Therefore, Turkish nationalism is meaningless. No, if the real
Turks are of the White race, then Turanism (so-called Pan-Turkism) is also meaningless. The Mongoloid peoples of Central
Asia and the peoples said to be Turkish are of different races and ethnic origins
because.
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THOSE WHO CONTRIBUTED TO THE DOMINANT NATIONALIST UNDERSTANDING OF TURANIAN NATIONALISM
THOSE WHO CONTRIBUTED TO ITS DOMINANCE
This so-called nationalism took root with German money. Before and during the First World War;
but especially during the Second World War, it provided serious support to the Turanists in Turkey. 2.
World War II, between 1939 and 1944, Nazi Germany, through Von
Papen, the German Consul General in Turkey, provided 3 million Reichsmarks, equivalent to 20 million euros today,
in aid to the Turanists.
During the Cold War, Turanist nationalism gained both financial and educational
support from America.
 The Americans also gave millions of dollars to the Ülkücüler, who claimed to be Turkish nationalists. American support did not stop there. With the transition to a multi-party
system, two parties were established. One of these was the Republican People's Party, led by Osman Bölükbaşı, known for its proximity to Alpaslan Türkeş and the Turanists.
 The other was the Turkish Peasants' Party, led by Turkish nationalist Remzi Oğuz Arık, representing the Anatolian line. In 1952, the Turkish Peasants' Party was established.
Party, known for its proximity to Alpaslan Türkeş and the Turkic nationalist faction, chaired by Osman Bölükbaşı. The other was the Anatolian line representative, the Turkish Peasants' Party, chaired by the Turkish nationalist Remzi Oğuz
Arık. Founded in 1952, the Turkish Peasants' Party began to grow rapidly.
 Although distant from fascism, its programme contained elements reminiscent of Spanish Falangism.
It placed great importance on the peasants.
 The party was rapidly organising and gaining strength. It was widely expected to achieve significant success in the 1954 elections. He was travelling around the country for election campaigning.
The plane he boarded to go to Ankara exploded in mid-air. Thus, Turkish politics was redesigned.
Unable to recover after the death of its leader, the Turkish Peasants' Party failed in the 1954 elections.
elections. During this period, the Turanists grew even stronger with American support.
This can be considered the beginning of the mysterious deaths in Turkey. After this date, many people who were or could have been influential in Turkish
politics, including governors, former ministers, journalists, generals and
politicians, died in mysterious traffic, plane and helicopter crashes. Some were openly murdered
.
Numerous Turkic nationalist publications were printed, defending the claim that the peoples of Central Asia were Turkish. In fact,
 some of these peoples were indeed Turkish before they mixed and assimilated with the Chinese and Mongols.
But that era was over. Nevertheless, publications in this vein were produced, and so-called scientific studies
were published. Turkish academic circles collaborating with the US also made significant contributions to this. In fact,
as early as the time of İsmet İnönü, starting in 1943, history books had begun to be changed
. With the Fulbright Agreement signed with the United States in 1949, Turkish National Education
was completely handed over to the Americans. Turkish history was rewritten. Of course, there were errors in the history
books of the Atatürk era. For example, the Asian Huns were considered Turkish. However, research conducted in 1945
revealed that the Asian Huns were neither Huns nor Turks. If it is accepted that the Asian
Huns were not Turkish, then Turkish history must begin with the European Hun Empire, the first Turkish state established in Europe, or more accurately, with the real Huns.
The so-called Turkish academics were either too lazy to read the tons of publications on this subject, or they were too busy.
The so-called Turkish academics were either too lazy to read the numerous publications on this subject
or too busy.
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This was not the only deception concerning Turkish history. There were other truths that were covered up. For example,
 the Turks' entry into European historical records dates back to the 1st century AD. Roman and Byzantine
records indicate that the Turks' homeland was the Pripyat region of Ukraine and the Kuban city
area of the North Caucasus.
To these concealed facts, we must add some distorted facts, one of which is
the issue of Turkish tamgas (runic symbols). Turkish tamgas (runic symbols) resembled German tamgas.
Those who are curious can compare them.
So why is Turkish history still told with a Central Asian focus? Because the aim is still to send the Turks to Central
Asia.
 For this reason, these studies were either never conducted in Turkey or were not published. Turkish academics and university professors, appointed by NATO generals, educated by Fulbright, liberal or so-called Atatürkists
(or so-called nationalists), some of whom were probably funded by USAID,
continued the fairy tale of Central Asia as the Turkish homeland. 
Although the homeland of the entire white race
was Central Asia, this topic was never mentioned
by so-called Turkish academics.
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THOSE WHO WERE PURGED AND THOSE WHO PURGED
It is deliberate that Islamists accuse everyone who contributed to the birth of Turkish nationalism of Judaism and Freemasonry
. This serves the Zionists' goal of destroying the National States based on ‘blood ties’
. Jews, who jealously protect their own race, normalise and encourage interracial sexual relations when it comes to other peoples
.
 Those who are curious can take a look at the American series broadcast on Turkish
internet series channels. Islamism is also
is a tool used by Zionists to destroy ‘National States and Nations’.
Those who know a little Turkish history and follow current events will immediately notice the following:
‘Turkish Islamists have never targeted America or Zionists!’ For example
in Turkey, the greatest struggle against American opponents has been waged by these Islamists and Turanists
. Even today, there has never been a case of so-called Islamist groups of Arab origin or with Arab connections attacking American 
targets. While Israel was bombing Gaza, instead of attacking America, which supports Israel
,
 they attacked Russia, which supports Palestine. This is the result of this secret cooperation. But let's not deny the truth
: Zionists have been supporting Arab Islamists for years through the Americans.
They are working together to Arabise non-Arab peoples and make the Arab understanding of Islam dominant
in other societies. In Turkey, almost all communities and sects have been financed, either directly or through Arabs, under the direction of the US-Zionists.
 FETÖ is the
most well-known of these groups.
 Even the Turkish state's official religious officials were funded with the tacit approval of the so-called patriotic Turkish generals of 12 September. For those who wish to learn more about this subject, we recommend reading Uğur Mumcu's book Rabıta.
Therefore, before accusing Turkish nationalists of being Freemasons, one must first know who made these allegations.
Moreover, the Zionists did not put all their money in one basket. They supported the Turanists and Islamists separately. That is why Nurettin Topçu, one of the great Turkish nationalists, was an Islamist.
 Moreover, the Zionists did not put all their eggs in one basket.
They supported the Turanists and Islamists separately.
For this reason, Nurettin Topçu, one of the great Turkish nationalists, was ostracised by the Islamists despite being an Islamist himself.
 This was because Topçu, although an Islamist, was not a pan-Islamist but a Turkish nationalist.
He was not bigoted or narrow-minded, but reformist. Moreover, he was a socialist! A National
Socialist, no less! And he defended Anatolian Socialism. Some of the things he said may not have been to the liking of secularists like us.
 But it is an indisputable fact that he was a nationalist, well-intentioned and religious.
As for his socialism, it would be hypocritical for someone who claims to be nationalist and/or Islamist to be indifferent to the problems of the people.
Like Necmettin Erbakan, Nurettin Topçu truly loved this nation. Nurettin Topçu was such a National Socialist that he hung a poster of Adolf Hitler in his room.
Necmettin Erbakan, one of the former Prime Ministers and important Turkish statesmen, should also be distinguished from other Islamists. Like Topçu, Erbakan was distant from Arabs and did not trust them at all. For this reason, he never trusted them.
Necmettin Erbakan, the former Prime Minister and an important Turkish statesman, should also be distinguished from other
Islamists. Like Topçu, Erbakan was distant towards Arabs and did not trust them at all.
 For this reason, he sought rapprochement and partnership with the Muslim countries of Asia
rather than with Arab countries (except for Gaddafi's Libya).
 What happened to Libyan leader Gaddafi is well known to all of us. Of course, Erbakan was not a socialist. But he was not a free-market
liberal either. He was a state capitalist. State capitalism is an economic system in which commercial units are managed by the state with a centralised management approach that incorporates paid
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labour into the system and organises the means of production
.
 For those curious about the source of Erbakan's proposed alternative to interest, we recommend reading the writings of Gottfried Feder, the famous economist of National Socialism.
Even if he was not a National Socialist like Topçu, it is clear that he was influenced by German National Socialism.
The economic understanding of fascism was also based on ‘state capitalism,’ and fascists were openly opposed to the liberal free market economy. Erbakan was certainly not a fascist or a fascist in the sense we use the term. Fascism's economic understanding was also based on ‘State Capitalism’ and fascists were openly opposed to the liberal free market economy.
 Erbakan was, of course, neither a fascist nor a nationalist in the sense we use the term; but
he was trying to glorify the Turkish nation (call them Anatolian people if you like). 
In the collapse of Erbakan's government
, it was not only his clear stance against Zionism but also his opposition to the liberal economy
that was a factor. Moreover, he did not just oppose Zionism in words, he also exposed the economic and
global policies of the Zionists.
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THE DEVIL IS IN THE DETAILS
To understand why Zionists want to mix Turks with Central Asian or Middle Eastern, African, etc. races,
 you need to study Jewish theology. Of course, it's not just Turks who are targeted,
but all Caucasians. Of course, those who identify themselves as Central Asians, but are brown-haired and Mongoloid
may not care much about this. Neither do those with secret gay fantasies or fantasies of sharing their wives or girlfriends with blacks, Arabs, etc.
It is also not possible to understand the intellectual underpinnings of the Turanists.
One wonders what lies beneath their intellectual underpinnings. Turks don't actually speak Turkish
, but let's accept for a moment that they do.
 The situation of the man who accepts as Turkish anyone who speaks Turkish, regardless of their race: ‘If my wife wants to cheat on me, let her. It's not my lineage,
but as long as my surname continues.’ Yet what matters is not the continuation of the language/surname,
 but the continuation of the lineage. This is natural for both parents and nations.
The opposite is coercion.
Jewish producers normalise sexual relationships between white people and other races in American TV series.
The advertisements by Jewish-Masonic advertisers are equally strange.
Returning to Turkey. Years ago, in an advertisement for ‘Falim chewing gum’. A blonde Turkish 
girl was paired with a pure Kurdish man and presented as a ‘White Prince on Horseback’. I wonder if the owner of the advertising
agency was Jewish or a Freemason? Even if he had no grudge against Kurds, it is not normal for a person of Turkish descent
to pair a Turkish girl with a Kurdish man.
 This is not something that would occur to a normal person. Imagine yourself as an advertiser. Why would you put a Kurdish man next to a Turkish girl, especially a
Kurdish city girl next to a Kurdish village lover? What about an Indian or a Korean? I don't know if you have different sexual
fantasies. My question is not directed at you anyway. My question is for ordinary people,
normal readers. To family man advertisers and producers. I'll skip over the political climate of the time,
it wouldn't happen even today. At least culturally, it wouldn't happen, it wouldn't occur to anyone. They would find it strange and
wouldn't do it. Unless, of course, they had a secret agenda, a twisted ideology. You could ask, ‘Why shouldn't there be a
love between a Turkish girl and a Kurdish boy?’ Well, then I expect you not to watch and criticise the love between Turks and Kurds
(men/boys) either. In fact, gay
relationships are more normal than couples of different races. At least they don't
have children and spoil the nation's lineage.
One last question: Why would a rabbi buy an Internet site like Pornhub?
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